Post Meeting notes

ARUP/JA 800’ progress status meeting, Thursday July 8 at 1PT/2MT/3CT (Fermilab)/4ET.

Agenda

LBNE project status update - 10 min. - Fermilab

Cavern and access drift layout / Excavation — 20 min. - Jacobs & Associates
VETO counter current thoughts — 10 min. - Jacobs & Associates
Cryostat and cryogenic plant — 20 min. — ARUP

General Discussion - FNAL, DUSEL, JA, ARUP

Reminder: August 9" is tentative Close out meeting, final report issued that week.

Cavern and access drift layout / Excavation - Greg Colzani, Jacobs and Associates

Presentation has raised bore shafts starting in the existing 300’ drifts, going down to the 800’
level. This means the raised bore shafts only need to be 500’ deep. It saves cost. The piping and
utilities enter from the Kirk portal location and run about 300’ to 400’ in the 300’ drift and then go down
the shafts to the cavern location. This also puts the utilities tie in location and surface cryogenic
receipt/delivery facility at the Kirk portal area which is accessible by vehicles. This is preferred over
locating it on the steep mountainside (new roads required) if the shafts ran all the way to the surface. It
also reduces the required pressure rating of cryogen piping since the liquid column height is 500’ instead
of 800'.

It was agreed that it would be better to drive a new 300’ drift rather than utilizing the existing
300’ Kirk portal drift. There is a CO2 experiment that will use the existing 300’ drift. Also ventilation
plan has fresh air coming in the drive in 800’ ramp and expelling up the shafts to 300’ and out. Even
though any tie in to the DUSEL facility at 300’ and 800’ would have double door bulkheads, it is better
that the ventilation path isn’t shared with the existing 300’ drift. Having a new 300’ drift gives flexibility
to locate the vertical piping and utility shafts anywhere we need them. The entrance to this new drift
will be advantageously located similar to the existing Jacobs & Associates report for LAr20 at 300°. The
size of the drift would be 4m x 4m clear (5 m to crown). A small bridge is needed to go across the creek
at 300’ area.

It was agreed that a piping utility shaft would be located over the end of the LAr cavern space,
opposite the upper level entrance to the cavern. The presentation showed the shaft over a sump at the
lower level access way. The shaft diameters will be 1-2 m size. ARUP is to determine what cross section
shaft is needed. It is noted that physical inspection and repair would not be possible in a shaft that size.



Post Meeting notes

Waste rock removal was assumed to occur by hand off to DUSEL at the 300’ Kirk portal area.
That assumption is not realistic. It is estimated that 200,000 m”3 of (banked/expanded) rock will need
to come out for one liquid argon cavern. Trucking the rock out is a very expensive option compared to
other means. Truck traffic through town is also objectionable. Some work needs to be done to consider
how the waste rock is handled. After the meeting, Tracy Lundin (Hansen Inc.) and Elaine McCluskey
(FNAL/LBNE) generated two possible solutions. “One would be to construct a conveyor up the steep hill
from the portal entrance at the road up to the Ross shaft to get the rock directly to the rock conveyance
system that's being planned. The other would be to excavate the rock in the entrance tunnel to the
existing Ross 800L drift, and find a temp stockpile location for that rock. Then work to create a way to
dispose of the rock at the Ross shaft at the 800L, which likely means creating a way (via a drop shaft) to
get it to the 2650L, where there's a means to get it back up the shaft. The originally excavated rock
would have to come back in the mine to be disposed in this new manner.” These ideas along with
others will need to be developed and cost estimated.

Cryostat and cryogenic plant — Andrew Grime, ARUP

The concept that the cryostat needs to be evacuated was discussed. A large impact of this
requirement is the design of the roof truss. The roof truss gets significantly deeper and more costly.
The concrete walls and floor slab design also is getting thicker with more steel reinforcement, rock
Dywidag bolting translating into higher costs. It was asked whether the ARUP report should present the
evacuable design or whether it was better to present a non-evacuable design similar to the previous
reports along with statements demonstrating the feasibility of an evacuable design. The advantage of
presenting the non-evacuable design is that the cost will be less. Considering that Fermilab does not
feel that internal evacuation is a necessity, it was agreed that ARUP can proceed with a non-evacuable
design with the option of evacuation shown to be feasible.

The TPC support rails are supported from above through penetrations in the roof of the LAr
vessel. The support rods were shown on the ARUP drawings to tie into the drip shield or rock above.
There is currently an idea that the support rods would go into some other self supporting structure or
truss that spans across the roof. Russ Rucinski is to provide additional details and information to ARUP
describing this. With regard to the VETO counter array, ARUP need only show the cavern profile
correctly, using Jacobs and Associates drawing information.

A request was made by Anne Heavey that Jacobs Associates and ARUP provide
drawings/graphics generated using vector graphics (high resolution) as a source and then in a JPEG
format or ?



